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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative presented arguments regarding 
weaknesses in the rejection of claims 1 and 1 1 set forth in the final rejection of the previous examiner, particularly 
relating to the feature of driving an electric fan when the detected cooling water temperature is within a predetermined 
range and the abnormal state detecting is commenced on the basis of the detected cooling water temperature and the 
predicted cooling water temperature. The Examiner agreed that the combined references did not appear to teach this 
feature. However, the Examiner noted that, particularly since he is new to the case, he could not comment on the 
actual patentability of the claims, since a further update search and consideration would be required. 



